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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Action is in regards to the Amendment and Reply received on 13 May 2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

2. Claims 23 and 24 is not limited to tangible embodiments. In view of Applicant's 
disclosure, specification page 9, lines 13-21, the medium is not limited to tangible embodiments, 
instead being defined as including both tangible embodiments and intangible embodiments (e.g., 
carrier wave). As such, the claim is not limited to statutory subject matter and is therefore non- 
statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

5. Claims 1-24 recites the limitation "the second service having at least one user 
maintaining data therein about the at least one first user". There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. The Examiner will interpret this limitation to mean "the second 
service having at least one user maintaining data therein about the at least one user". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



Application/Control Number: 10/033,177 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2143 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ferguson et 
al. (Ferguson), U.S. Patent No. 5,819,092 in view of Helgeson et al. (Helgeson), U.S. Patent No. 
6,643,652 and in further view of Reed et al., (Reed), U.S. Patent No. 6,088,717. 

8. Regarding independent claim 1, Ferguson discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed. Ferguson discloses in a computer network, a system comprising: a first service for 
providing access to data based on an associated identity of each user (Ferguson teaches 
controlling access to information by utilizing passwords encryption and assigning specific access 
rights to specific users), [see Ferguson, Col. 11, lines 10-26 and Col. 12, lines 23-27]; a second 
service for providing access to data based on an associated identity of each user (Ferguson 
teaches having multiple online services having the capability to communicate between each other 
utilizing a service-to-service protocol as well as further teaching the controlling access to 
information by utilizing passwords encryption and assigning specific access rights to specific 
users), [see Ferguson, Col. 11, lines 10-26 and Col. 12, lines 23-27]; and a communications 
mechanism configured to exchange information between the first service and the second server 
(Ferguson teaches that the script language provides service-to-service communication primitives 
that allow one online service to act on behalf of the user to query or updated another online 
service, automatically update another online service without user initiation, pass along automatic 
user registration to another online services as well as opening up a virtual connection to target 
services, utilizing service-to-service protocol [see Ferguson, Col. 11, lines 10-26, Col. 28, lines 
53-67], the first service configured as a publisher of change data made by user via the first 
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service, and the second service configured as a subscriber of the change data, and operable to 
communicate the change data of the first service to the second service using a service-to-service 
protocol (Ferguson teaches pass along user registration data to another online service. Ferguson 
further teaches that the user has access to an options view of a lookup designer, which indicates 
whether users can submit new entries to a subservice for other users to view), [see Ferguson, 
Col. 11, lines 10-26, Col. 24, lines 55-67 and Col. 25, lines 1-5, Col. 28, lines 53-67]. However, 
does not disclose determining a role of each subscribing user and filter the data based on each 
determined role. 

9. In the same field of endeavor, Helgeson discloses (e.g., managing data exchange among 
systems in a network). Helgeson discloses operable to determine that at least one user of the 
second service has a role that is a subscriber role of change data in relation to at least one user 
of the first service [see Helgeson, Col. 23, lines 43-49, Col. 89, lines 65-69, Col. 90, lines 1-15, 
Col. 113, lines 23-25]. 

10. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at 
the time the invention was made to have incorporated Helgeson' s teachings of managing data 
exchange among systems in a network with the teachings of Ferguson, for the purpose providing 
for reliable monitoring of changes to data in external systems [see Helgeson, Col. 2, lines 35-49]. 
However, Ferguson-Helgeson does not explicitly disclose the first service having at least one 
user maintaining data therein and the second service having at least one user maintaining data 
therein about the at least one first user. 

11. In the same field of endeavor, Reed discloses (e.g., computer based communication 
system and method using metadata defining a control structure). Reed discloses the first service 
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having at least one user maintaining data therein and the second service having at least one user 
maintaining data therein about the at least one first user [see Reed, Figure 1]. 

12. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at 
the time the invention was made to have incorporated Reed's teachings of a computer based 
communication system and method using metadata defining a control structure with the 
teachings of Ferguson-Helgeson, for the purpose of providing a communications control system 
which allows providers and consumers to quickly and easily establish an automated 
communications relationship; which automatically updates both parties with changes in 
communications control data from the other; which works [see Reed, Col. 7, lines 59-67 and Col. 
8, lines 1-4]. By this rationale independent claim 1 is rejected. 

13. Regarding claim 2, Ferguson-Helgeson and Reed further discloses wherein the 
communicating of the change information comprises a batch of similar change information from 
the first service to the second service [see Ferguson, Col. 24, lines 59-64, Col. 28, lines 14-67 
and Col. 29, lines 1-14 and Helgeson, Col. 6, lines 53-55]. By this rationale claim 2 is rejected. 

14. Regarding claim 3, Ferguson-Helgeson and Reed further discloses wherein the 
information exchange comprises an asynchronous communication [see Helgeson, Col. 86, lines 
35-52]. By this rationale claim 3 is rejected. 

15. Regarding claim 4, Ferguson-Helgeson and Reed further discloses wherein the 
information exchange is initiated by the subscriber [see Ferguson, Col. 24, lines 59-64]. By this 
rationale claim 4 is rejected. 
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16. Regarding claim 5, Ferguson-Helgeson and Reed further discloses wherein the 
information exchange is initiated by the publisher [see Ferguson, Col 28, lines 53-56]. By this 
rationale claim 5 is rejected. 

17. Regarding claim 6, Ferguson-Helgeson and Reed further discloses wherein the first 
service comprises a class of service that is different from the class of service of the second 
service [see Helgeson, Col. 6, lines 30-67, Col. 7, lines 1-45]. By this rationale claim 6 is 
rejected. 

18. Regarding claim 7, Ferguson-Helgeson and Reed discloses further comprising a filter 
operable to filter the change information based on the associated identity of each user [see 
Helgeson, Col. 89, lines 65-67 and Col. 90, lines 1-15]. By this rationale claim 7 is rejected. 

19. Regarding claim 8, Ferguson-Helgeson and Reed further discloses wherein the 
communications mechanism is further configured to communicate a response from the second 
service to the first service in response to the communicating of the change information from the 
first service to the second service [see Helgeson, Col. 87, lines 65-67, Col. 88, lines 1-32]. By 
this rationale claim 8 is rejected. 

20. Regarding claim 9, Ferguson-Helgeson and Reed discloses wherein the communications 
mechanism is further configured to resend the change information from the first service to the 
second service if the response is not received [The Examiner takes Official Notice [see MPEP 
2144.03] that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at the 
time the invention was made for the resending of information such change information that 
possible would have reached it's destination for some reason such as error in delivery]. By this 
rationale claim 9 is rejected. 
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21. Regarding claims 10-23, the limitations of these claims are substantially the same as that 
of claims 1-9, and thus are rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claims 1-9 above. 

22. Claim 24 list all the same elements of claim 16, but in computer-readable medium form 
rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 16 applies 
equally as well to claim 24. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

23. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

24. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Saulpaugh et 
al. (Saulpaugh), U.S. Patent No. 6,789,126 in view of Reed et al (Reed), U.S. Patent No. 
6,088,717. 

25. Regarding claim 1, Saulpaugh discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
Saulpaugh discloses in a computer network [see Saulpaugh, Figure 2], a system comprising, a 
first service for providing access to data based on an associated identity of each user; a second 
service for providing access to data based on an associated identity of each user; a 
communication mechanism configured to exchange information between the first service and the 
second service, the first service configured as a publisher of change data made by users via the 
first service, and the second service configures as a subscriber of the change data, the 
communication operable to determine that the at least one user of the second service has a rile 
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that is a subscriber rile of change data in relation to the at least one user of the first service and 
operable to communicate the change data of the first service to the second service using a 
service-to-service communication protocol [see Saulpaugh, Figure 6, Col. 36, lines 60-67, Col. 
37, lines 1-2, Col. 15, lines 5-30, Col. 14, lines 53-67, Col. 35, lines 20-42]. However, 
Saulpaugh does not explicitly disclose the first service having at least one user maintaining data 
therein and the second service having at least one user maintaining data therein about the at least 
one first user. 

26. In the same field of endeavor, Reed discloses (e.g., computer based communication 
system and method using metadata defining a control structure). Reed discloses the first service 
having at least one user maintaining data therein and the second service having at least one user 
maintaining data therein about the at least one first user [see Reed, Figure 1]. 

27. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at 
the time the invention was made to have incorporated Reed's teachings of a computer based 
communication system and method using metadata defining a control structure with the 
teachings of Saulpaugh, for the purpose of providing a communications control system which 
allows providers and consumers to quickly and easily establish an automated communications 
relationship; which automatically updates both parties with changes in communications control 
data from the other; which works [see Reed, Col. 7, lines 59-67 and Col. 8, lines 1-4]. 

28. Regarding independent claims 10, 16, and 23 as well as the dependent claims, it is noted 
that Saulpaugh-Reed's teachings encompass claim limitations as discussed above. 
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Response to Arguments 

29. Applicant's arguments filed on 13 May 2005 have been carefully considered but they are 
not deemed fully persuasive. However, because there exists the likelihood of future presentation 
of this argument, the Examiner thinks that it is prudent to address applicants' main points of 
contention. Applicant's arguments include: 

A. Applicant argues that that Helgeson does not teach nor event suggest a 
communication mechanism that is operable to determine that the at least one user of the 
second service has a role that is a subscriber role of change data in relation to the at least 
one user of the first service and operable to communicate the change data of the first 
service to the second service using a service-to-service communication protocol. 

30. As to "Point A", it is the position of the Examiner that in combination Ferguson- 
Helgeson and Reed do teach a communication mechanism that is operable to determine that the 
at least one user of the second service has a role that is a subscriber role of change data in 
relation to the at least one user of the first service and operable to communicate the change data 
of the first service to the second service using a service-to-service communication protocol. 
Since Ferguson does provide for service-to-service communication protocol [see Ferguson, Col. 
11]. Thus Reed discussion throughout the disclosure how services communicate between one 
another. 

Conclusion 

3 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William C. Vaughn, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3922. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-6:00, 1st and 2nd Friday Off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

i 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866421)7-9197 (toll- 



William C. Vaughn 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 
18 July 2005 
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